The Superpowers and the Middle East
contribution to the UNRWA amounted to almost 70 per cent of
the total.
Israel had initially offered the refugees compensation for their
land but had refused to accept the return of the embittered and
hostile Arabs who, it was argued, would be a security risk to the
new nation. Israel, moreover, had no room for the Arab refugees
since she was taking in Jewish immigrants from the Arab coun-
tries. She contended that the solution of the refugee problem
rested in the settlement of the refugees in Arab countries.
The Arabs on the other hand, looked upon increased Jewish
immigration into Israel as a threat to their security. They feared
that as more people came into Israel, the state will perforce burst
its bounds and attempt to expand its boundaries.16 In regard to
the refugees, the Arabs rejected anything but the collective, un-
conditional return of all of them to their former homes in Israeli
territory. They opposed all schemes for the resettlement of re-
fugees in Arab states since they apprehended that it might pre-
judice the refugees' right to repatriation and also deprive them of
one of the principal arguments against the continued existence
of Israel. They insisted on maintaining a state of war with Israel
and refused to participate in any plan for the solution of the re-
fugee problem short of the dismemberment and destruction of the
gftte of Israd. The resettlement of the refugees was also refused
by tie Arab governments even after funds had been appropriated
for this purpose by the United Nations, and they were deliberately
maintained "as a vested interest in the Arab cause against
ferae!".17
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